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Epiſtles of bun. 
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PROPOSITION. 


The Larger Epiſtles of Ignatius, which of 
late have been ſtil 4 his l Epi- 
ſtles, are alone the Genuine ad Original 

Epiſtles of that Father. And the Smaller 

are only an Epitome of ſeveral-of the Lar- 
ger, made about, or after the Middle of 
ane Fourth Cera of the Church. 


HIS is an Acttion fo very ſtrange in 
| this Age, and yet of ſo very great 
Conſequence to the Chriſtian Church on 
ſeveral Accounts, that it requires a very care- , 


| ful Conſidetation: Eſpecially ſince the Moderns 
2 have 


7 + 


indi 


of the Three Epiſtles to Tarſws, to Antioch, und 


An Eſſay upon the 


have been ſo affrighted with ſome ancient but 
exploded Dotrines of Chriſtianity, and Cita- 
tions from the Conſtitutions of the Apoſtles 
(which have been themſelves alſo exploded on 
the like Occaſion) therein contained, that the 
have not had Courage or Impartiality enoug 
to enquire throughly into their Antiquity and 
Authority hitherto, as they ought to have done. 
Which therefore I ſhall attempt at preſent. 

But before I come to Particulars, I muft 


make this Declaration in general, That under 


the larger Genuine Epiſtles I include Ten: 
For ſince we know that Ignatia did write more 
Epiſtles than thoſe Seven commonly own'd ; 


Since the Stile, Genius, Doctrines, and Nature 


to Hero, are ſo exactly the ſame with thoſe of 
the other Seven; Since the Notes of Chronolo- 
gy and ancient Quotations agree to them as 


well as to the other; Since Euſebixs's Silence is 


no ſtronger an Argument againſt more Epiſtles 
of Ignatia than of Polycarp ; which all know 
were ſeveral, though he mentions here that to the 
Philippians only; Since the occaſion of the Di- 
ſtinction is plain, that he only ſets down thoſe 
ſent by Polycarp to the Philippians , which pro- 
bably were all that he had met wich at Cæſarea; 


whereas the other Three were written at Phil;p- 


ps and Since all the MSS. that are known, 
Greek and Latin, excepting one men- 


— wo tioned by Biſhop Pearſon, of the Seven large 
E 267. ones alone, contain theſe Three as well as the 


See Grabe reſt ; even when ſeveral of them omit the ſpu- 


Spici 
Tom. fi 
P. 24 26+ 


rious Epiſtle to the Philippians at the ſame time; 
We have no ſufficient Reaſon for the re * 
1 
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theſe Epiſtles: Eſpecially when they ace in- 
ſcrib'd to. ſuch Places and Perſons as Ipnatins 
was more unlikely to forget than moſt of thoſe 
to whom he wrote his other Epiſtles. This be- 
ing premisd, I come to my main Deſign ; and 
ſhall what I have to ſay upon this 
Subject under the following Heads. 5 


I. I ſhall ſhew by Internal Characters, that the 
ſmaller Epiſtles cannot be the genuine ones; 
nor ſo early as the Days of Ignatius. 
II. I ſhall ſnew by the like Internal Characters, 
that the larger Epiſtles are the genuine ones, 
and agree exactly to the Days of Ignatius. 
III. I ſhall ſhew , that Euſebius s Deſcriptions 
of the Epiſtles which he ſaw, do better agree to 
the Larger, than they do to the Smaller 
Epiſtles. | N r 
IV. I ſhall offer ſome General Arguments to 
2 that tis highly improbable, that the ſmal- 
Epiſtles ſnould be the genuine ones: Which 
Arguments will alſo infer the great probability 
that the Larger are ſo. } {i | 
V. I ſhall ſhew that all the ancient erer Ci- 
tations out of theſe Epiſtles, that are not equally 
in both Editions, for the firſt four Centuries, 
unleſs it be a very much ſuſpected one of 4- 
thanaſius, do better agree to the Larger Epiltles 
than to the Smaller: Nay, are ſometimes only 
found in the Larger, and not in the Smaller. 
VI. F ſhall ſhew that the ancient obſcurer 
References and Alluſions to theſe Epiſtles are ge- 


nerally taken out of the ſame Larger Epiſtles 
only. ; | 2 


A; vn. 1 ſhall 
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VII. I ſhall conſider the Nature of the Smal- 
ler Epiſtles-; ſhall ſhew that they are Extract: 
or Abridgments of the Larger; and ſhall en- 
quire at what Time, and for what Purpoſes 
they were made: and how they came to be ſo 


much cited in and after the Fifth Century of the 


Church. 7 


J. I ſhall ſhew by Internal Characters that the 
Smaller Epiſtles cannot be the Genuine Ones, 


nor ſo early as the Days of Ignatius, This ap- 


pears by the following Obſervations, 
(..) Ia the Smäller Epiſtle to the Epheſians, 
in all the Copies, our Saviour is expreſly affirm- 


ed to be «ypnil&, ingenitus, Unbegotten; which is 
- fo impoſlible for Ignatius to ſay, or any of his 


time, that no one, till the Days of Athanaſius, 
ever durſt mention a thing ſo notoriouſly con- 
trary to the Chriſtian 8 Nay, if we 
are willing to ſuppoſe all the 34SS. Miſtaken, 
and make it «jou , Unmade, yet will the Affir- 
mation be ſtill not much better: Since I believe 
no Chriſtian till the Fourth Century, or the lat. 
ter part of the Third at the higheſt, ever durſt 
ſay ſoconcerning our Saviour. This Language 
beſt agrees to the Fourth or following Centu- 
ries of the Church. And Theodorit ( the firſt 
Author, who for certain cited the Smaller Edi- 


tion, or one very like it,) read here u de 


A Jururu, according to the Senſe of the Larger 
Edition, So that his Copy was not herein fo 
corrupt as the preſent Smaller Edition. Yet is 
Athanaſius ſuppos d to quote this Smaller Editi- 
on, as to theſe very Words. But of that more 


reſently. | 
0 4 (2.) In 
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(2) In this Smaller Edition, our Saviour is 
Expreſly ſtil'd, 1359s dilN@, the Eternal Word; Ad Mage 
Which Epithet was never apply'd to him by any neſ. 8 
Chriſtian till the Fourth Century. And ſince P.“ 
neither Athanaſius himſelf, nor any others of the 
N ever then quoted this Text of Igna- 

ius againſt che. Ariant; which yet would have 

been of greater Conſequence than all that they 

ſaid in that Controverſy \; *tis highly probable 
that they never ſaw that Smaller Edition of 
theſe Epiſtles ;"in which it is, even in all the 
Three Copies. This Language beſt agrees to 
the Fourth or, folfowin} Cie as well as 
„ : 
(3) In the fame Smaller Edition, in the very 
ſame place, theſe Words are added i , 
ear, that he'is the Erernal Word not proceed= 
ing from ery, Silence, that famous Valentinian O- 
rigin of things; or rather the ay of Marcellus, 
who had it from the Valentinians long afterwards, 
The Alluſion here to the famous ay3 of the Ya- 
lentinians, or of Marcellus from them, is ſo plain, 

that the greateſt Patrons of theſe Smaller Epi- 

ſtles are aſham'd directly to deny it: Though it 

be ſo very ſtrong and almoſt undeniable an Ar- 
gument againſt them. For 'tis undoubted from 
Ireneus, that Valentinus himſelf was not publick- 

ly known as any Famous Heretick, nor came 
from Egypt to Rome, till the Pontificate of Hy- 
gings ; that is, not till between 4. D. 126 Ade. He- 
and 130, or between 10 and 14 Years after che reſ-L. III. 
Death of Ignatius. Nay, tis alſo plain from C- + f. 
Tertullian, an almoſt contemporary Writer, and 

very near the place alſo, that Valentines was a- 

live, and at Rome in the Pontificate of Eleuthe- 
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rus afterward : that is, between A. D. 170 and 
185. So that thoſe who make his 93 Famous 
at Antioch, or in Aſia before A. D. 116, the Ia» 
eſt Year poſſible for the Death of Ignatius, do 
meerly ſerve an Hypotheſis ; and aſſert what is 
highly improbable, if not next to impoſlible to 
be true; without, nay againſt all the Original 
Teſtimonies thereto relating. Indeed the Learn - 
ed are here driven to a great ſtrait, and would 
fain affirm that ſome of the other ancienter He- 
reticks had introduc'd the ay3 before Valentings : 
But till without one ſingle ancient Teſtimony 
for ſuch an Hypotheſis. They tell us indeed, 
that Euſebius aſcribes it to Simon Magus, in theſe 
Words 5 r UW hfLOP u 24008, dip 7RY 4 , 
zt D O] d ο nun, fr Obe g 
Whereas by this Ringleader of theſe ſorts of He- 
reticks, Euſebius plainly means Valentinus, and 
no other; as any one may learn from Epiphæni- 
, And I wonder that any body ſhould ex- 
pound him otherwiſe. So that this Teſtimony 
is ſo far from a Confirmation, that tis rather a 
Confutation of the foregoing Evaſion, We 
ſhall ſee anon that this Character will beſt ſuĩt 
the latter days of Marcellus and Athanaſius long 
afterwards. S | 
(4. In the fame Smaller Epiſtles, we have 
this Paſſage of ſome Hereticks then ariſen in 
the Church, wen; x; eg9 dbojus dmiger?), d wi 
unoaty ? tubes ripyp i ed om HUWY MIT RISE 
F Vp 4puapmaey nuay meI3Tf tv Tp encerin.s n nei 


 _ TheſeHereticks,it ſeems, abſented from theChri- 
ſtian Aſſemblies, becauſe they did not own the 
Euchariſt to be that Fleſh of Chrift which ſuffered 

2 5 | fer 
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or them, and Was raiſed again by the gaod Mill ef 
7 Father. This 15 à ſtrange Paſſage. indeed 3 
and ſo far from the Age of Ignatius, when Chris 
ftians did not permit any Hereticks to commu- 
nicate with them; and when there is no Foots 
ſteps of; any ſuch Hereticks in the World; that 
ie could hardly be ſo early as the middle of tha 
Fifth Century, when yet theſe Epiſtles are cers 
tainly cited by Theodoxis, Perhaps dis a (till la- 
ter Interpolation, even in the Smaller Copies; 
et is it in all the MSS. both the Greek One 38 
ence, and the TWO Latin Qnes in England; 
Theſe Four Internal Characters of Times later 
than the Death of Ignatius, leem to me ſo ſtrong, 
that the Arguments for the Antiquity of the 
ſame Epiſtles ought to be next to Demonſtrazi- 
on e're they can be compared to them. Wheaes 
s there are properly no. Arguments at all for 
the ſame Antiquity ; any fartber than theſs 
Small Epiſtles agree with, and ate extrachod 
om. the true Original Large Epiſtles them - 
elves. But *7 "ON? + | Th R im) | 1 
et 10 08 2 arti W D TST3SUDY in: Vi 
II. I am now to ſhew, by the like Titeraal 
Characters, that the larger Epiſtles are the ges 
nuine ones, and agree. exactly to the Days and 
Carcumſtances of uat ins. 
For, (.) The Seile of theſe: latger Epiſties 
is moſt truly Primitives and moſt agreeable 
to that of the Apoſtolical Age, and of Apa - 
ſtolical Men; particularly to that of Ce- 
ment, and of Pelycarp; yea, more like theirs 
than that of the ſmaller Epiſtles. Dis 
free, entirely free from the leaſt Tinctute oi 
that Philoſophy, which came in very . 
the 
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the Death of Ignatius ; and muſt therefore, 
with the greateſt probability, belong to Times 
earlier than thoſe of Fuftin Martyr. himſelf, 
This in general is a moſt obvious Mark of An- 
tiquity. For, as a Man may eaſily know by 
the Stile and Language, whether any Modern 
Book in Philoſophy were written before or af. 
ter De-: Cartes, in the laft Age; and whethe 
any Book in Divinity were written before or 
after Athanaſius in the Fourth Age: So in the 
Second Age may one-exfily diſcern; with in 4 
due Latitude, whether a Primitive Book were 
written ſooner or later than the firft known 
Chriſtian Philoſopher, Juſtin Marryr : After 
whoſe time; but not before,' we generally find 
the Original Plain, Pious, Helleniſtical, and A- 
poſtolical Stile worn off; and the Rational or 
Philoſophick Stile every where current in the 
Church On which Account, when I firſt per- 
us d theſe larger Epiſtles, I ſoon difcover'd that 
they muſt, in all Reaſon, be as old, or older 
than Juſtin Martyr's Days; tho' it be very lace- 
ly that I diſcover'd that they are no other than 
the Original Genuine Epiſtles of Ignatius chem- 
ſelves. And tis not a little ſtrange; that the 
Critical Sagacity of theſe later Ages has not 
diſcover'd this mighty Antiquity, both of theſe 
Epiſtles, and of the Apoſtolical Conſticutions ; 
whatever might have been thought of their re- 
al genuin Origin and Authority ; ſince this Anti- 
guity, rather earlier than the middle of the Se- 
cond Century, is fo plain and obvious at the 
ficſt ſight, co any Impartial Reader, who is at 
all vers'd in the Ancient Writers of Chriſtianity. 
And I ſuppoſe, when once any one is * d 

| that 
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that theſe Books are for certain no later than 
that time, he will be eaſily perſuaded that they 
are not Spurious Books, but really belonging to 
thoſe Perſons whom they pretend to be written 
by. So that this Argument ſeems it ſelf to go 
a great way in our preſent Buſineſs, and to 
make it very probable that theſe larger Epiſtles 
were really written by Ignatius. | 

( 2. )- Theſe Epiſtles, which ſo perpetually 
quote the more known and undoubted Books 
of Scripture, I mean thoſe both recommended 
and citedin the Body of the Conſtitutions them- 
ſelves, - do yer confine themſelves to thoſe Books 
alone, and never quote any of . thoſe not re- 
commended and cited therein: Either as exact. — 
ly and wholly following thoſe Conſtitutions, or 
as implying withal, what was true in Fact, that 
the reſt of the Sacred Books, written after the 
Body of the Conſtitutions. was fmiſhed, were 
not then commonly receiv d and known every 
where in the Church. I mean the Epiſtle of 
James, the Second of Peter, the Second and 
Third of Fobn, Jude, Hermas, Brrnabas, and the 
Apocalypſe: None of which are cited in theſe 
Ten larger Epiſtles, altho' the Baniſhment of 
John into Patmos be therein occaſionally relared Ad. Tat 
in one of them. This is a great Mark of very * 
early Antiquity, before the Days of Tuſtin Mar- 
ur, and beſt of all agrees with the Time and 


| 
* 
, 
. 
| 


. — 0 


Circumſtances of Ignatius himſelf. _; _- 
(3.) All the Hereſies which are oppos'd or Ad. Trall. 
nam d in theſe larger Epiſtles, ſuch as thoſe of Sed. 11. 
St1mon Magus, Menander, Baſilides, Ebion, the Ni- F 65. 
colaitans, Theodotus, and Cleobulus,are plainly thoſe 
of the firſt and very beginning of che Second 
Cen- 
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Century, before the Martyrdom of Ignatius. 
For as to Theodotur here nam'd, he is plainly an 
Heretick of che firſt Times; 2 Fragment of 
whoſe Eafters Doctrine we have at the end of 
the Works of Clemens Alexandrinns, as drawn 
up in the Times of Falentinus ; and not that 
later Theodotus of Byz.antium, as ſome are ready 
unskilfully to ſuppoſe. * Nay, the entire Omif- 
ſion of Valentinus, who within 15 or 20 Years 
after the Martyrdom of Iuatius, made fo great 
2 Noiſe, and almoſt obſcur'd the Elder Here- 
ticks,. is a moſt forcible Argument that theſe 


larger Epiftles were written at this very time, 


and no other: Juſt as the contrary Alluſion to 
the cry of this Yalentinus in the ſmaller Epiſtles, 
has afforded us a moſt forcible ment that 
they were compoſed or extracted after that He- 
retick's 2 rance in the World. 92 
(40 The Doctrines of Chriftianity, and the 
Expreſſions wherein they are delivered, are 
ſuch as were alone us d, and ſtrictiy kept to in 
the firſt Times of the without the 
leaſt fign , either of Arian, or of any ear- 
Ker Philoſophical Interpolations, Phraſes, and 


Diſtinctions; which yet began in the Days of 
Jain Martyr , within 30 Years after the 
 . Martyrdom of Ignatius. Indeed I find not the 


leaſt ſign of any Expreſſions or Notions of this 
Nature therein; I mean, which aroſe later 


than the Days of Ignatius. | 


6.) The Rules for Practical Religion con- 


. . tain'd in theſe larger Epiſtles, for the Cler 
the Laity, Husbands, Wives, Maſters, Fra, 


Parents, Children, Virgins, Widows, Cc. are 
juſt like thoſe of the Apoſtolical Times, and of 
Apoſto- 
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Apoſtolical Men, when Religion conſiſted in 
Practice; when Preaching conſiſted in ſerious | 
Exhortation, and Divine Inſtruction, and not 1 
in fine Oratory, and Human Compoſitions; and 
all does the moſt exactly agree to the Time and 
Character of Ignatius, an Apoſtolical Biſhop,, , 
going to Martyrdom. 1 
(6.) The Facts which the Author of the ar- 
ger Epiſtles ſpeaks of, as thoſe he was acquain- 
ted with, are {till ſuch as belong either to the | 
Apoſtles themſelves, or at the lateſt to ſome of 
their Companions ; and that in ſuch a manner, Ad. Eph. 
as none much later than Ignatius, ſometimes, Sect. 6. 
none but Ignatius could well know. Thus we op 4 
here find mention of Peter and Paul, as joint 11, 12. 
Founders of che Church of Antioch; of Fobn p. 30, 51. 
and Timothy, as well as Paul, Inſtructors of the Sect. 15. 
Church of Epbeſus; of aPaſſage orewo of Scripture i Ly 
now loſt ; of Stephen, as Deacon to James Bi- Seck co 
ſhop of Feru/alem; of Timothy and Linus, Dea-. p. 60. Ad 
cons to Paul ; of Anencletus and Clemens, Dea- Trall. 
cons to Peter; of Chriſt's living three Decads m_ -R 
of Years before he was Baptiz d, and Preaching © 4 66. 
three Years afterwards; of Peter and Paul, as Ad Herm. 
having made Conſtitutions for the Govern- Sect. 3. 
ment of the Church of Rome; of Eli,  Foſtua, * 4.1 
Melchiſedech, Eliſha, Feremiab, Jobs the Bäptiſt; geg. tall. 
the Beloved Diſciple, Timorby, Titur, © Emodins, p. 66. 
Clement, and Himſelf, as Vitgins. Of Abr.- Ad. Rom, 
bam, Iſaac, Facob, Foſeph, Iſalab, and the reſt of Sd. 4. 7 
the Prophets; with Peter, Paul, and the reſt of 44 Phitas 
the Apoflles, as Marryed ; of Peter as Cruci- delph. - -: 
fy'c of Paul and Fame] Beheaded 3 of Fobn Seck. 4. 
baniſhed into Patmos; and of Stephen Ston d; h 35, 87, 
of the Church of Antioch as having receiv'd a 8 


5 
ſolemn p. 106, 


— a r 1 
= . — ERC 


rere 


1 
* 
. 
| 
1 
| 
| 
d 
: 
it 
1 
T 


— 


Hit Eccl. 


14 An Eſſay upon the 


Ad An. ſolemn =Þ2z2mdiun from Peter and Paul; of Euo- 
= dia, their firſt Biſhop; of Polycarp Biſhop of 


. Smyrna; of Oneſimus Biſhop of Epbeſus ; of Da- 

Q. 35 m4 Biſhop of Magnets; of Polybius Biſhop of 
p. 113, & Tralles; but of no Biſhop of Philippi, (which is 
alibi paſ- the only Church that we certainly know was at 
Ad He. that time without a Biſhop); of Hero Deacon of 
ron- Sect Antioch, who was Biſhop afterwards ; to whom 
7-p- 116. Himſelf under Chriſt folemnly committed an e- 
minent <Þ2zzmm3%1 alſo: And many the like 
Paſlages there are all along, only agreeable to 
2 Apoſtolical Man, in the firſt Times; and 

1 moſt properly and peculiarly to the Time, Per- 

+ ſon, and Circumſtances of Tpnativs. In ſhort 
all ſuch Internal Characters cem to me not leſs 
Indications, that theſe Ten larger Epiſtles were 

really written by Ignatia, as he was going to 

| Martyrdom, than the like Internal Characters 
in Pauls Epiltles are Indications that Paul him- 

_ ſelf was the real Author of them, in the vari- 
dus Circumſtances of his Life therein every 
where mentioned by him. 


III. I ſhall ſhew that Euſebiurs Deſcriptions 
of choſe Epiſtles he ſaw, do better agree to the 
Larger, than they do to the Smaller Epiſtles. 
Euſebius's large and direct Account of theſe E- 

iſtles, as they were in his Copy, is in theſe Words; 
P! p ; 

O, 1 Sg ed dein rd ddac r iyvenG, 7 wr 
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36-p.196, - AdJOr I iy Tomy v ovelng 63 F ßHẽuo. mAIy 
10  Evamppdirre Mejwr N Copgy, & bs 92589. map welas 


Tiere 1 NF If Ad draxoudlr wer Fnuecdms pf 
eus, mk dC, mis x7! e A i m,σ⅛ ñu csu xias mail 
dd donor kl.! v g c dns, d vA 
5 [7-40050 


Epiſtles of Ignatius. 15 


Ua ea guAtmecy mts diphrers , an 1576 7p 070) A,,n. 

eic Y eanmedalimms mage chen N d TEE S Þ 
V Saogthay mapadorius* Y Le nd wapryprwwCr: das 

N r‘ ̈ xe Here the Epiſtles of = 

natius, which Euſebius ſaw , were inthe main 

firſt Preach d: And then, as in a caſe of Necef- 

ſity. , written down) by himſelf: They were 

mainly and fully oppos d to the ancient Hereticks, *''..i1!- 

prevalent in his days: And they were princ- 

pally ſupported. from the TraditionaryiDottrine ff. 

the Apoſtles, which condemned -choſe Hereſies, - 

and eſtabliſhed the contrary» Chriſtian Truths. 

Every part of which Deſcription is more agree- 

able to the Larger Epiſtles than to the Smaller. 

The Larger alone are like Sermms or Homilies : 

They alone are ſuch as contain many. Paſſages 

not then uſually committed to Writing: They 

alone are moſt fully, and by Name, oppos d to 

the Ancient Hereticks ; and they alone are fully 

enforc'd by many and pregiant Paſſages out 

of the Sacred and Traditionary Conſtitutions of the 

| Apeſtles 1 No one of theſe Characters well a 
greeing to the Smaller Epiſtles; So that it 

hence ſeems plain to me, that Euſebiuts Copy 

was that of the Larger, and not that of the 
Smaller Epiſtles. And this will be the more e vi- 

dent, if we compare another occaſional Refe- 
rence to theſæ Epiſtles elſewhere jy the ſame 
Euſebius: Where he ſpeaks thus againſt Marcellus; 

K exrady Te my eim ulened). Gr! caινν⁊:t i been, Contr. 
Murter Ide c derfbce c , piles elf,), Marcell. 
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C-36, 37, quainted with ; and of ſuch a Nature as he 
38. p. io, 1 


An Eſſay upon tbe 
Se Webers cg Neapel, If dy &, adnis 
þ + ares aces dn ννο What Epiſtles of 
very Ancient Biſhops, earlier than the Days of 


Origen ; nay, rather prior to thoſe of Synods, 
earlier 


than the Days of Origen; could Euſebins 
mean, but thoſe of Clement and Ignatius in par- 
ticular? Which, we know, are the principal 
that he was ac- 


incipally enquired ſor, and mention d in his 
iftory. If fo, He plainly intimates to us, 


that thoſe Epiftles which he ſaw, were for the 


Doctrine of Origen, and his own, in Oppoſiti- 
on to Marcellus and Athanaſius ; which all the 
World owns to be the Diſtinguiſhing Character 
of the Larger Epiſtles only. So that we have 
here from Exſebius, at once an illuſtrious Te- 


ſlimony that the Ancient Fathers and Synods 


before Origen, wete on the Side of Origen and 
Eaſchins , againft the Athanaſians ; and a plain 
Hint, that, among the reft, the genuine Epi- 
ſtles of Ignatius were fo alſo: And by Conſe- 
guence a noble Teſtimony, that the Larger E- 
piſtles of Ignatius, which alone anſwer Euſebi- 
1s Character, were alone in Euſebiuss Copy, 

in the Beginning of the Fourth Century. 


IV. I ſhall offer ſome General Arguments to 
ve, that tis highly improbable that the 
ller Epiftles ſhould be the Genuine ones : 
Which Arguments will alſo infer the great Pro- 
bability that the Larger are ſo. For 


(I.) The Larger Epiſtles were generally 


ound for the true ones, by choſe who believ'd 


any 


Has 


Epiſtles of Ignatius. 
any of his Epiſtles to be ſuch, till the laſt Age. 


Both the Greek and Latin MSS. generally con- 
taining no other; and no other being common- 


ly known or heard of, at the Time when ſuch 
old Books were firſt printed, but thoſe. Nay; 
what is very remarkable, all thoſe Three MSS. 
which had the Smaller Epiſtles, as to Six or Se- 
ven, had yet the reſt according to the Larger 
and Vulgar Copies ; there appearing, indeed, 
no other Edition of them ever in the Ghurch 
but thoſe. 2 . 
So that theſe larger Epiſtles have plainly the 
Advantage from general Conſent , till very 
lately ; as well as from the Number of the 
MSS. both Greek and Latin: As indeed they 
ſtill have in the laſt Reſpect even at this very 
day. Though truly tis very hard that Learned 


Men ſhould poſſeſs themſelves ſo deeply with 


an ill-grounded Opinion of their own about 
the Spuriouſneſs of all but their ſeven Small E- 
piſtles, that they do not vouchſafe the Larger 
any Conſideration : Nor in the laſt Reviſal of 
the reſt, by the famous Medicegn Copy, do we 
meet with ſo much as the e g ofthdſe 
Larger ones to Tarſus, to Antioch, and to Hero, 
which yet appear to be genuine alſo : tho' tis 
known that they are equally contain'd in chac 
celebrated MAS. with the reſt. And the caſe is 


much the ſame as to our Two Engliſh ASS. of 
the Old Latin Verſion , belonging to them; 


which did equally contain thoſe Thiree befote 
mentioned of the Larger Sort, With the Seven 
other of the Smaller, while none of the Thtee 
contain'd that to the Philippians ; Which indeed 
has few, or no my LEO ; little or 

| | | he 
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An Eſſay upon the 


no external Teſtimony to ſupport it. Now I 
deſire to know how the Facts could poſſibly be 
as is here repreſented, in Caſe theſe Larger E- 
piſtles were only Sputrious and Interpolated? 
Would the Atbanaſſans, during whoſe Manage- 
ment and Authority all our MSS. were written, 
encourage forg'd or corrupted Epiſtles, ſo very 
favourable to the Arians , and diſcourage the 
Genuine Ones ſo much more favourable to 
themſelves ? And ftill join interpolated Hereti- 
cal Epiſtles with the unpolluted Orthodox ones, 
in all the Copies , had there been ſufficienc 
ground to believe that to have been the 
AR of the Caſe ? 1 cannor eaſily believe 
this. | 


- (2.) The Nature of theſe Larger Epiſtles is 
fuch as will not admit of the Suppoſition, that 
they ate only the Smaller interpolated. Seve- 
ral Inſertions and Interpolations have been made 
in old Books, either on purpoſe, from the Mar- 
gin into the Text, for Illuſtration; or from 
the Orthodox Opinions of the Tranſcribers, 
for Caution; or the like. But then, thoſe In- 
ſertions and Interpolations, eſpecially till very 

late Ages, were generally ſmall and inconſide- 
rable in Compariſon of the entire Contents 
of thoſe Books whereinto they were inſerted. 
Nay, and even then they ate frequently ſo lit- 
tle of a Piece or Coherence with the Original 
Text it felf, as to be readily diſtinguiſh'd from 
the ſame by Critical Readers. Whereas this 
is not at all the Caſe in the preſent Epiſtles. 
They are ſometimes more than twice as large 


as the ſmaller : The Additional Paſſages are 
- entire 
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Epiſtles of Ignatius. 

entire and of a piece one with another, and 
with the Context; and they afford no Handle 
for this Hypotheſis at all, Indeed, no Inftance 
appears, as to all the firſt Ages at leaſt, of any 
thing like this : That ſuch Writings as the 
ſmaller Epiftles are, have been filld up in ſuch 
a manner, as to become like the larger. Un- 
leſs we except that parallel ill- grounded Fanc 

of one Learned Man, who ſhall be parker or" 
as to the Conſtitutions themſelves, from which 
theſe Larger Epiſtles are in great meaſure de- 
riv d. When once ſo ſtrange an Hypotheſis can 


be fully prov'd of the one of theſe Books, it will 


be time enough to think of Vindicating the o- 
ther. But till that is done, a wiſe Man will be 
unwilling to believe that Clement's Conſtitutions, 
and Ignatius's Epiſtles,” or either of them, have 
had a quite different Fate from that of all other 
Books of the Furſt Ages of Chriſtianity, perhaps 
of all other Ancient Books whatſoever, But, 


(3.) This is the more unreaſonable to ſup- 
poſe here, becauſe the Reverſe is ſo eaſy and 
obvious; viz, That the Lefler Epiſtles may 
be an Extract from, or Epitome of the Larger. 


This Method of Abbreviating or Epitomizing 


Larger Works is very common in the World, 
and very agreeable to the Circumſtances here 
in particular ; as we ſhall have occaſion more 
largely to ſhew under the laſt Head hereafter, 


1 proceed therefore, | 


V. To ſhew that all the ancient expreſs - 
tations out of theſe Epiſtles, that ate not equal» 
1y in >th Editions, for the firſt Four Centuries, 
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20 An Eſſay upon the 


unleſs it be 2 very much ſuſpected one of Aiba- 
naſtus, do better agree to the Larger Epiſtles 
than to the Smaller; nay, are ſometimes only 
found in the Larger, and not in the Smaller. 
In Order to prove this Aſſertion, I muſt go ovet 
all the particular direct Citations, and ſhew the 
Truth of this Obſervation all the way. 


(I.) The firſt expreſs Citation out of theſe 

L.V.C-:8. Epiſtles of Jpnarius , is that in Irmeus; 
N 755 & Ss erm mrs hue gor, 3 @ess Oed map meld vg v Ro- 
Hiſt Eccl. bels mes mein, In fires eiu O, x, of dSyTy ei AH 
L- III C. Spar, ive M ν,H˖ e d Theſe Words are, 
36. p-108. with the like Exactneſs, both in the Larger 
* om. and Smaller Epiſtles; excepting that a, 
Fo in the Indicative Mood, as here, is not in the 
Smaller, but only in the Larger Epiſtles. So 
that what little Advantage this Nicety can af- 
ford us, it is on the Side of the Larger E- 

piſtles. 7 | | 


(2) The Two next expreſs Citations are 
out of Origen's Latin Works, in theſe Words: 
Hom. VI. Eleganter in cujuſdam Martyris Epiftola ſcriptum 
in Luc. reperi ; Ignatium dico, Epiſcopum Antiochie poſt 
P-214. Petrum ſecundum , qui in Perſecutione Rome pug- 
* navit ad beſtias  Principem ſeculi hujus latuit Vir- 
In Cantic. ginitas Mariæ. And elſewhere , Denique me- 
Prolog. minimus aliquem Sanctorum dixiſſe, Ignatium no- 
* NN mine, Meus autem Amor crucifixus eſt, Now both 
dect. theſe Citations being equally found in both 
the Editions, determine nothing in our preſent 
Caſe ; but only ſhew , that hitherto we have 
no Reaſon, from any Variations in theſe * 

* | eh c 
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eſt Quotations, to prefer the Smaller to the 
Larger Epiſtles. 


30 The next expreſs Citation, or Cita- 
tions, (to put ſeveral of the ſame Authors to- Hiſt.Eccl. 
gether, are thoſe of Euſebius himſelf; where- L. III. C. 


g in He mentions Oneſimus Biſhop of Epbeſas, 36-P.307s 
Damas Biſhop of Magneſia, Polybins Biſhop of * 
* Tralles , as all Three named by Ignatius in fo 
8 many ſeveral Epiſtles; and wherein He gives 
2 us ſome diſtinct Account of the Epiſtle to the 
A Romans, and of that to Polycarp; with a pretty 
* large Citation from that to the Remans, and a 
Fd ſmall one from that to Smyrna. Now , ſince 
1 all Euſebius's Paſſages are, for the main, equal- 
i ly in both Editions, they need not be here 
* tranſcribd, becauſe they determine nothing. 
. Only we may note, That in the Smaller Va- 
E. rieties which appear in Euſebiuss Quotations 
| from the ſeveral Editions, the Agreement is 
generally rather more exact with theReading in 
ho the Larger Copies ; excepting the Omiſſion of gg. ;. 
mY a Text or two in that from the Epiſtle to 
_ Smyrna, not at all to his purpoſe, which are 
off in the Larger, and not in the Smaller Epiſtle. 
1 Altho', as Dr. Grabe well Obſerves, there is Spicileg. 
I elſewhere ſuch juſt Suſpicion of the Addition 
wy of ſuch Texts, even in the Smaller Epiſtles ?: © 
. ſometimes, from their Omiſſion in the Ancient 
ah Latin Verſions, that it is not very certain whe- 
TY ther Euſebius made any ſuch Omiſſion; or 
* whether thoſe Texts were not rather added in 
w the Larger Copies after his Time ; as has moſt 
14- frequently happen'd in Ancient Books in the 
ot like Caſe. Whence we ſee, that we have hi- 


RY B3 therto 


An Eſſay upon the 
therto no manner of Reaſon to reject theſe 


Larger Epiſtles, from the Ancient Teſtimo- 
nies before the Days of Atbanafius. 


(4) The next expreſs Citation therefore, is 
that of Arbanaſius. Which, becauſe tis, I 
think, the principal, or rather only Citation 
in near Four Centuries and a half, which 
ſeems at firſt ſight to belong co the Small Edi- 
tion, rather than to the Large one; muſt be 
more exactly conſider d. I ſhall therefore ſet 
down this Paſſage, as tis in the Large Edition, 
and in the Small Edition, as well as in Athanaſius ; 
and in Theodorit's and we ugh Copies ; the one 
about the Middle, and the other near the End 
of the Fifth Century. 


Larger Copy. Smaller Copy. 
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Thbeodorit. 


Cela ſius. * 
Unus Medicus 
eſt carnalis & ſpi · 
ritualis, factus & 


non 'faftus, in 


Hemine Deus, 
in Morte Vita 


Eterns, ex Ma- 


ria & ex Deo, 
1 paſſibi- 
is & tunc im- 
paſſibilis, Domi- 
nus noſter Jeſus 
Chriſtus. 


23 


From this Compariſon of the ſeveral Copies 
and Citations, we may Note, 


(I.) That the Larger Copy muſt here 
needs be alone written, by Ignatius, as alone 
agreeing with the Notions and Language of 
his Times; and being alone full and clear 
Senſe, from the Beginning to the Ending; 
without any great Variety in the Greek Copies, 
or Ancient Verſions ; on all which Accounts, 
none of the Smaller Texts, or Verſions, or 
. Quotations can juſtly pretend to be the ſame. 


2.) That the other, whether Texts or 
Quotations, are viſibly an Abridgment or E- 
pitome of the former, tho' ſtrangely various 

one from another, and from the Original Paſ- 

tage it ſelf; and eſpecially in that very Ex- 

preſſion on which the Streſs of Atbanaſius s 
Citation turns; ms x} dyjonms, vn 2) dame 
78, mms davis. So that 
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(3.) *Tis pretty plain, that this Text has 
been tampet'd with, and corrupted by ſome- 
body: Whether by Atbanaſius, Tbeodorit, Ge- 
lafius , or the Author of the Smaller Edition, 
does not readily appear. But of that more 
preſently. 1 | 
(4.) We may note, that Athangfiurs Quota- 
tion is not accogging ro the Oldeſt and moſt 
Authentick Copy of. the Smaller Epiſtles us'd 
by Tbeodorit, but is according to the ſame as 
us d by Gelaſins, Whether the Modern Copies 
of this Smaller Edition do agree with the Ori- 

inal Quotation by Athanaſius, we cannot tell: 

ince the MSS. or at leaſt the Printed Copies 
do ſo differ about the Words, rms, or ywnns , 
di e, or «x 7@,in the Atbanaſian Text. The 
Greek was, yorrns x, «mt @& originally, becauſe 
fo Veſſius publiſn d ic,fo the late moſt exact Copy 
printed atOxford has it, and ſo both the parallel old 
Latin Verſions have it, genitus & ingenitus; and ſo 


tis moſt probable Atbanaſius wrote it. Although 


the ſhock it muſt always give Chriſtians to hear 
our Saviour, the Only-begotren Son of God, to 
be ſtil'd Unbegorren, diſpoſes Tranſcribers and 
Eriticks to change it for Unmade : Which tho 
not very agreeable to primitive Chriſtianity 
neither, has been very much fo to chat of all 
theſe later Ages. However, tis plain this fa- 

ding in Arbanaſius's Citation from 
Ignatius can be trac d no higher than Pope Gela- 
u, juſt befote the Concluſion of the Fifth 


Denury, under the very height of Otthodoxy 
eres Matter. nnen 
21 k 8 3 * TT 7 | - . 
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from the Smaller Edition, 'Tis very probable 
that himſelf, or ſome of his Party had lately 
made the ſame Edition, ſor the uſes of Ortho- 


doxy ; ſince fo remarkable a Paſſage, and of ſo 


great Conſequence to the Orthodox, can yet 
be found no where elſe quoted till about the 


middle of the Fifth Age, almoſt an entite Cen- 


tury later; nay, cannot be found quoted as he 


here quotes it till near the Concluſion of the 


ſame Fifth Century. Now that Atbanaſius was 
capable of quoting ſuch a ſpurious Book, and 
putting it upon the Church for the true One. 


25 
| (5:) If Arhanafiur's Citation be really made 


none can much doubt, who obſerves how almoſt 


every one of his Accounts concerning the Opi- 


nions of the Ancients in ſuch Matters, are known : 


to be either certainly falſe, or very ſuſpicious, 


by the better Accounts of Baſil, : Feram, Pboti- 
us, and others; and by the remaining Frag- 
ments of the fame Authors ſtill preſerv d. And 


how 'ftrong a Title he has to the making and 


impoſing a like ſpurious Extract out of the A- 
poſtolical Conſtitutions upon the Churches of 


Erhiopia, we ſhall have occaſion to ſhe elſe- 


where. Yer, 11. 

(6.) There is à clear Intimation remain- 
ing of even Athanaſias's having ſeen, if not of 
his following che Larger or Genuine Edition, 
even in this very place. For what elſe means 
his immediate Reference to the very ſame Text 
by his Words, 3 38 381⁸ e onpt ifrer , which is di- 

realy quoted in the Larger, and only in the 

111 * 7 ; | Larger 


\ 


An Eſſay upon the 
Larger Epiſtle, 5 e aug i I confeſs 
this ſeems to mie a plain Indication that he was 
not 2 Stranger to them; however his Ortho- 
daoxy, or his bad Memory oblig'd him to quote 
| upon this Occaſion. Perhaps he cited without 
Book, and fo miſtook the Paſſage; Perhaps 
alſo Pope Gelaſu aud others did in part accom- 
modate their Copies to the fame Quotation af - 
terward. But enough of this perplex d and 
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* dria, or whoever 2 the Author of the Books 
iv. under the Name of Dionyſus the Areopagite, 
1 N whoſe Words are theſe; 5249 5 x, H re- 
12. p.46;, O d det ur bc). Which Paſſage is verha- 
Ad. Rom. tim both in the Smaller and Larger Copies, and 
Sef.7. fo determines nothing to out preſent pur- 


La! 9 151510 Sh An 101070 
(. 6.) The next expreſs Citation is a remarka- 
ble one indeed, and that of the moſt Learned 
of the Latin Fathers, Ferom himfelf ; and with- 
out diſpute belongs to the Larger Epiſtles only. 
J ſhall ſer down collaterally two Paſſages out of 
him, parallel to other two in the Larger Epi- 
Nos for che Readers eaſier view and compa- 
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Terom. 

- Tunc Simon Magus & 
Menander diſcipulus ejus 
Dei ſe aſſeruere virtutes. 
Tunc Baſilides fummum 
Deum Abraxas, cum 365 
Editionibus [ Konibus 
commentatus eſt, Tum 
Nicolaus, qui unus de ſep. 
tem Diaconis fuit , die no- 
&uq; nuptias faciens; Cc. 
Nunquid non poſſum tibi 
totam Vete um Scriptorum 
ſeriem commovere, Igna- 
tium, Polycarpum, Irene- 
um, Juſtinum Martyrem, 
multoſq; alios * 
& Eloquentes Viros, qui 
adverſus Hebionem & The- 
odotum t hæc eadem ſenti - 
entes plena Sapientiæ Vo- 
lumĩna conſcripſerunt? 


II bave omitted the word 
Byzantinum in our common 
Copies, as plainly Spurious. 


_ 


Here it is fo plain 
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- Jowatius. © De Alter- 
IIerne + Naruar;us & - Cat. Lucif. 
Nici. e Ortho- 
S ⏑n 3 ans [ Je. dox. C. 8. 
Cas] Me wats M. P. 190, 
e2puddes, citore + f-. Ad Phila 
rey Guiry den, & Hibardpor, delph. 
a Camniduy,) Y aun. Seth. 6. 
of addy Ie Ile, Ad, Trall. 
ayalss 605 dvlgwnridieea, 11. 
% m maggrss Nie ite 
get © ni. piοσ 2 - 
us vixeaaimts; Adverſ 
763 Lhαννε, 7685 g Helvid. 
ys, 65 ovxogarmis. GaN. C. FS p. 
11 | 


Te % Te: Te mens inen 
Oe 3 RA , ind 
Mud xgpmy dun ge- 
een, & fad ug % . 
eguTIXg. vie, £ mv 
SDS e Svany, & M + 
,. | 


N. B. I have here in- 
ſerted the Word c 
from the confeſſed Senſe of 
the Place requiring it ; an 
from the 
Verſion. 


that Ferom quotes tie 


1ent Latih 


Larger Epiſtles, that there can be no prerence 
to the contrary. Nay, one of theſe Hereticks 
Theodotus, an Extract of whoſe Doctrine is fill 


nal Author in all Antiquity that we know of, 


Foal Ar is no where elſe nam'd by any Ori- 


but here by Ignatius ; unleſs Clement of Alexan- Strom. 
dria mean the ſame Perſon by his Heretick Th.. VII. P. 


edates ; which is not very improbable : Howe- 764. 
yer tis pretty plain that whatever become of ' 
Atbanaſiuss Quotation, Ferom after, as well as 


Euſebius 


4 


Lo HT 
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Euſebius before him had no other Copy but that 
of the Larger "Epiſtles. I need not here inſiſt 
on Ferom's other expreſs Quotation; Martyr Ig- 
natius etiam quartam addidit cauſam cur a deſpon- 
In Matt. ſate conceptus ſit ; | Chriſtus] Ut partus, inquiens, 
eius celaretur diabolo: Becauſe as has been al- 
ready obſerv'd, this is equally in the Leſſer and 

> Greater Epiſtles, and ſo determines nothing in 
dur preſent Controverſy. | 


.) The next expreſs Citations are thoſe of 
Tom. V. Chryſoſtom- ; % M Mewy reivor ovairumy* And undd 
Orat. 70. dre Ty vouns 0s He, wn ov avev yrouns tt N Dent. 
st, But I need ſay no more of them, becauſe they 
_ I. alſo are equally in both ſorts of theſe Epiſtles, 
P-*45- and ſo determine nothing. Theſe are all the 
Vind. 1g- expreſs Citations which Biſhop Pearſon, the 
nat. C. II. great Vindicator of theſe Smaller Epiſtles, pro- 
4 ge aces in the Four former Centuries of the 
**_ "Church; nay, till about the middle of the Fifth. 
And we ſee that all the certain Citations either 
may or muſt belong to the Larger Edition. 
Whether the Quotations in the following Ages, 
excepting thoſe of Theodorit, were more fre- 
quently made from the Larger or Leſſer Editi- 
Ubiſupra on, I cannot ſay. Biſhop. Pear/on having only 
1 ſelected thoſe Teſtimonies which were in the 
CL. eſſer; many of which yet are in the Larger 
alſo, and ſo determine nothing. If any very 
Learned Perſon, like him, would examine all 
the Larger Epiſtles with the ſame care that has 
been us d by him and others of late about the 
.-- ſeven, Smaller, and ſo compare all the later 
Writers for their Citations and Alluſions to the 
lame, we might the better judge cen 
88 - the 


* 


Re 


Epiſtles of Ignatius. 


the State of theſe Larger Epiſtles in the ſucceed- 
ing Centuries of the Church. However, ſince 
it appears ſo plain that the Larger Epiſtles have 
the cleareſt Teſtimonies till the middle of the 
very Fifch Century, abating the moſt ſuſpected 
Citation of Atbanaſius, we need not be in much 


pain for the Atteſtations of thoſe later A- 


ges. 


Nin ee Gen thas Gent. 


rer References and Alluſions to theſe Epiſtles of- 
Ienatim, are generally taken out of the ſame 
Larger Epiſtles only. Such kind of Citations 
of Books, eſpecially of Sacred Books; and moſt 
| off all, of Sacred Books of this Nature, are very 


common among the Ancient Chriſtians ; as 
might be ſhew'd by abundance of Inſtances, if 
there were any Occaſion. But becauſe no 
Learned Men will deny the thing in general, 
I come to an Induction of ſeveral ſuch particu- 
lar Citations in the preſent Caſe ; which taken 
together with, and ſucceeding the foregoing 
plain internal Characters, and direct external Teſt;- 
monies or Quotations, ſeem to me of great 


Force, and to determine the diſpute in behalf 
of the Larger Epiſtles. | 


(1.) The unknown moſt ancient Author of 
the Recognitions, begins his Book thus: Ego 
Clemens in Urbe Roma natus, ex prima &tate pudi- 
citiæ ſtudium geſi. Whence could that Author 
take this Fact, of the peculiar Chaſtity of Cle- 


ment, but from the Larger Epiſtles of Ignatins, 


where Clement is nam'd as one that maintain d 


a Virginal Chaſtity all his Liſe ? Which * 
| o 


= 


* 
« 


e 


p. 487. 
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of him we hare not elſewhere in the Remains 


of the Apoſtolical Age. But of this more pre · 
ahh. | 


(2. Lubion the Scoffer has a paſſage, which, 
as Biſhop Pearſon well gueſſes, plainly belongs 


to the Epiſtles of [ynetins ; by way of Alluſion, 


I mean, and under the pretended Hiſtory of 
Peregrinus the Philoſopher. $20} 5 minus q4diy 
mile ue UAG Frgnhd's Nami as aimiy det Hings m1 
vets, N eh ον,t,t Y vous" wal mag 6H TEmwy πꝭ,m 
Af iraigoy ix] , vexeayyins Y 1877227 Jdþ ous; age 
opens. This Paſlage in the main does not 
diſagree to theſe Epiltles in general in either 
Copies ; but then his ſtiling them, h ur 
x; m ,x vis, does molt peculiarly belon 
to the Larger ; which alone have plain and full 
Quorations out of the Conſtitutions of the A- 
poſtles, that eminent , or Chriſtian Cove- 
»ant, and ſo alone contain ſuch Sacred Exbor- 
fations and Laws as are here directly referr'd to 
by Lucian: Who elſewhere alſo plainly refers 
to the Conftitutions themſelves, or at leaſt choſe 
Parts of them which were us'd in the publick 
Aſſemblies, of Chriſtians, however he came by 
his Knowledge of them; as will be elſewhers 
obſery d. | 


( Theopbilas the Sixth Biſhop of Antioch, 
is by Biſhop Pearſon ſuppos d to allude to theſe 
Epiſtles,” when he ſays, the Reaſon why Chrilt 


was born of a Woman eſpous'd to an Husband 


Com- 


Mir I 18. taatem Jeſum de uxorata now de virg ine natum. 


But 1 pals this over, becauſe, as we have ny 
; LLP 4 . 1 an 


was this; Ur partus ej us falleret Diabolum, pu- 


I 


Epiſtles of Ignatius. JL 

than once obſery'd already, the Text in Ignati- 
u here referr'd to is equally in both the Lar- 
ger and Leſſer Epiſtles, and ſo this determines 
nothing. | | 
) Clement of Alexandria affirms Peter, Phi- Strom. 

lip and Paul, to have been all married Men, III p.448. 
Which he might have from Ignatiuss Larger E- 

piſtle to the Philadelphians, of which preſently, 

but as to Paul not, that I know of, from any 

other original Author whomſoever. _. 


(F.] Origen and many others of the Ancients 
when they ſpeak of Ebion the Heretick, ſay he 
was poor and mean in his Notions. of Chriſt, 
according to the Signification of his Name, E- 
binn, Poor. Thus Origen, icio 33 6 A , Coritr. 
vlog . And elſewhere, ** νν,mdolur rar * 
45 bt gel 75 dave ic, + wle, & Deviies Ph Jocal 
iu ͥ %, ici 30.0 Sehne a Again, oounte?) p. 17. 
Thus Euſebius, 7% $6:araiwy v rita ng $ d)avcing; i- Hiſt. 

« aToy agar] O; and elſewhere more direct - Eccl. L. 
ly, g dv73 g ownhess iu it vf, Cle palus III. C. 27. 
dd e p⁰jẽ gary Faxe & deyuas amπννͥ g. ect, 
Which Words are ſo plain a reference to Theol. L. 
the Conſtitutions, or to Ignatius Larger Epi- I. C. 14. 
Mes, or rather to both, that they almoſt de- P: 75+ * 
ſerve. a place among the foregoing expreſs Ci- 
tations. And the ſame Alluſion in the main is 
in others of the Ancients. Whence came this 
Etymology. into the Greek Church, but from 

Ignatius, in his Larger Epiſtle to the Philadel- + 
phians above quoted? v # M,, 3g binge) ? 
ici And this Application is the more agreeable, 
IF; becauſe 62.1713 


19 * 


An Eſſay upon the 
becauſe Ignatius was Biſhop: of Syria, and ſo. 
well acquainted. with ſuch Hebrew or Syriack 
Words; Which few of the Greek Fathers were, 
This Expoſition of an Hebrew or Syriack Word 

ie ſelf alſo ſeems to me a notable Indication, 
that theſe Larger Epiſtles were written by 4 
Biſhop of Syria or Antioch ; and ſo in all pro- 
 . babiliey by Ignatiut himſelf. Which thing, tho 
here only hinted by the By, will well deſerve 

a particular Reflection. cos 


(6.) Novatian , or whoever was the Author 
of that Judicious Book De Trinitate, has a Paſ- 
ſage which appears to be no othet than a kind 
of Paraphraſe on a Text in theſe Larger Epi- 
ſtles: Which ſame Text ſeems to be ſeveral 
times alluded to by others alfo. The Words 

Ar of Ignatius, in that very place where the A- 
bridger for Orthodoxy has brought in the 

Abyss αν e & amd oryns ae. wv, in the Smaller 
dition, are theſe in the Larger; ind e d 5% 

dd un dc Ni dun Nied fu, ex ord dug” & 38 Der Aa- 
Ne endg3en gange; & initheing dug dee Nuyn 
De Trinit. Thoſe of Novatian are theſe: Ex quo, quando 
C. 31. 3pſe voluit, Sermo Filius natui eff ; qui non in 
Jiono perruſſi aeris, aut tono coat æ de Viſceribus vo- 

cis aceipitur, ſed in Subſtantia prolatæ 4 Deo Vir- 

tuti agnoſcitur. Thoſe of Six Biſſiops, wri- 

Apud ting in the Name of the Council of Antioch, 
Concil. the Seat of Ignatia, ate theſe ; g abzy ufa 


846, en deer. And a litttle after, & g, e 2 
Demonſt. „ue. Euſebius alſo calls Chriſt expreſly, 
12 as here, giddy 5 217 adzor. Athanaſius, Corr 


Em. p 120. Ale 


d ar ade yum, & , A di Y g. 
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Ayr, ¶ Unions olan.  Epiphanius alſo mentions Achanal, 
this dla Jornrh zelne. All which Expreſſions —.— 


ſeem ultimately to be deriv'd from theſe pa- 4 
rallel ones of Ignatius, in his Larger Epiſtles, Fe. 3. 


and from no other Original whatſoever. p. 943. 


(7.) Alesbadius, Baſil, and others, ſpeak fo 
concerning the Prophets and. Apoſtles , which 
among them were Married, and which were 
not Married, that they ſeem to me plainly to 
refer to that famous Paſſage in theſe Larger 
Epiſtles hereto relating, . to no other. g- 
natinss Words, on Occaſion of the mention 
he had made of the Virgins, are theſe: 
0/4 uny Upuoy F a orunns,ogs , Ws LICE TH van, ws , ;. 

WERNER © hp 3 „„ -< Ad Philt« 

Ven, os i ,, ws lege irs ws TE Gamtcs twdyry, ©S 4e! 
Ty names ware, ot mw, os uE) s ud dg AAA. Set. 4. 
ter de, Tf ep dryers Een dw wy 7 Choy, & J 5 765 A 
Th de Im d vena” av iu den 0 
wat AH Sed $1; 4Ris, ae is iy vemr d duge dv 
e 75 bwl ws Acesdh, G lend, ; laid; 40 las- 
4 laue, H d acypnrar os Tins; Y may 
& os , amigohor, M jiudrs oronuinnozymuy; 
The Words of Metbodiut are theſe : mon es Conviv. 
g d A Tar ac3p1700 x, Sixalar md o; xgad Virg. O« 
Sided my if y- ref or rag Sway de I Urgent wins 2 4. 
ow, *72 TA. Thoſe of Bai, coneerning the bef. Au- 
Holy Men who were marry d; 7 5, & A ry Ar. p. 6g. 
s dun Sy cd LN dei, I landc,] dec, 9 ert. , 
inton weioes; n 74 2) onuin . & 54% vis d- Abdicar. 
wy IG min iv, Y l. Nuůe ebe, Rer. | 
And other Teſtimonies of the like nature might 4... 0. 
be alledg d; all probably deriv'd at laſt from rar, VI. 
| CG the \ 


34: An Effay apon the 


the foregoing Text of Ignatius, Not can I. 
here but ot on this Text's exact Agree-. 
ment wich the Scripture and Apoſtolical — 
ns in ſevera] reſpects \ 4s particularly 
3 ix. = with Pau! 5 Queſtion, Have not we power to lead 
L. VIH. C. about a Sifter a Wife, as well as the orber Apoſtles, 
and as the Brethren of. the Lord, and Cephas © with 
L. VII. the Mention of Jada, the Jon of amet, as 
= d the Third Biſhop of Feraſalem; in the Conſti- 
* *tutions; and with the Pfalmip; concerning 
" Tudarthe Traytot, Ler bi: elbe, be farberle[s, 
and bit wife a widow. So that till all Circum- 
ſtances conſpire to aſcertain us of the genuine 
Anciquity 110 Verity of theſe Lge N 
of en. 5 
**8.)* Euſehins lade us of ea of 
the Beach of ſome of the Apoſtles, and their 
Companions, in Words almoſt taken from the 
Epiſtle to Tarſut, which he never mentions ; yet 
probably had he this Account, at the leaſt at the ſe- 
cand Hand, from the ſame Epiſtle; ſince no other 
Original . Record of Chriſtianity, that we 
know of, could inform him of ſome of the 
Ad Tarſ. Particulars. _ Jgnating's Words are theſe; x 
* . inn a 48 bund w. ινπ , 5 9 1, 
lxaigg I. zodrus 5 t & eg. 
Demi, gioar g J wr - , ,. Euſebius s are theſe 3 
Vange 


L. Al C. ad 085 cue aαο S -. —Hp&dv; , 
5 e. 116. dau # AS AD iodure way apy N 9 fe 
Ane 1 . a: * 0. deg 


eee 
— » , _- 9 * # l £ A 
s 3% 15 811 2 £ W- 73> 10 4 * 12 19 . 4 
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(.) The fame Exſebin calls the Sacred Vir- De Lau 

gins vuaxay dapelas as does Chryſoſtom alſo ſpeak Conſt. C. 
of one Donmina, Y iigtlt yizz, Nay, Tertulli. 2 P. 
an uſes the fame Language; Quanto autem mas Bemonfſt. 
zii blaſphemabile ef, ſi quæ Sacerdotes Pudicitiæ Evang. L. 
dicimini , impuditarum ritu procedatis cultæ & III. Cs... 
expittz ? Whence came this uncommon Ex- Cbryfet. 
preſſion, but from the Epiſtle to Taru? qe Bomi. 
Where the Words are, Ts, & mgowis nn dt na deCult, 


lopelay xe. 21, „ „en 
4 10 * ” oy 332 5 430 . 108. 
(10. The Council of Laodicea do ordert 
Chriſtians not to reſt from their ordinary Em- 
ployments on the Sabbath Day; but to prefer 
the Lord's. day, in words moſt agreeable to thoſe 
of the Larger Epiſtles of Ignatius ; tho the 
thing it ſelf be in part in the Smäller Epiſtles 
alſo: Theſe laſt ſay no more, but win ea gan. 44 Mag- 
Lorne, 4d x7) merexur Corres: The Larger Epi. nef. Sect, 
ſtle runs thus: witin ir t u αο did, x; dps . 
Jars N al 290785. Y wrt 7 nc CA fomaCome mes Qs ö 
abyercts I werexhry, The Council's Canon is in 
theſe Words. © 574-446 Xpratates ad iC erg N oy C- 
car rohdfew; d D ena te dν e TH dvth s 
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Sr H: tie uv ds errtarc. 7 4 
So that this Council ſeenis to have us d the; 
Larger Copy of theſe Epiſtles, and no other. 
5 ; 7 C ; al Oe 4 inn nee 98 8 Ko D 
(110) Eybtem the Syrian, Nazianzm, and'o-. 


thers ſeem to mie ditectly to refer to che Larger 
Epiſtles, and to the Clauſe immediately fol- 
lowing that juſt now mention'd, in the Epithets 
and Chatacters they give of the Lord's Day: 
| 1 The 


* 
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The Larger Epiſtle ſays thus, # xuptaxhy, Þ Can 

Aids, r de mow! os nu: @y, Epbrem, a Dea- 
don in that very Countrey of Syria of which 
Out ia Luatiæs had been Patriarch, ſays thus, Zum 38 ub 
S Crutem * Ce 3 i,C,e . Nazianzen allo ſays thus 
Naz. O- of the Eaffer Lord 's:day, j Camune mv nugav fee, 
— ; And elſewhere : n Came dad Th Camo) ＋ 
XLIN. e eve. To omit. other the like Paſſa- 


In Palm (12. ) Euſebius applies the Title of the VI and 
VMV.and XI Palms, eie d m, vaip dune, to the Lord's 
2 day, or Eighth day of the Week, or the day 
of our Lord's Reſurrection, So does Ignatius in 

Ad Mag. theſe Larger Epiſtles, 57 K 3 D, EAg)4V 
neſ. SeQ. os , Wa © iy dine U 5 x # Coll %, Are, 


9. m dardru geri view d pros. To which there- 
fore in all probability the ultimate reference 
was made. thi ein - axis 
pift. "(r3,) Baſil, Naxianzen, and others, uſe the 
— 2 word Xetsthnt est, which is only in theſe Larger 
4 2 g x F 
Orat. XXI Epiltles. 1 


Ia Lv. (I.) Ireneur, Athanifius, and Baff! alſo uſe 
C. 5. p. the Word #rduzr4iz: which is only in the La r- 
at ger Epiſtles. And both theſe Words are ſo 
de Incarn. peculiarly of an Ignatia Original and Compo- 
2 600. ſition, that they cannot well be deriv'd from any 

aſil. de one but from himſelf. So that tis highly pro- 
bable their frequency among Chriſtians was 
owing to their uſe, in theſe Larger Epiſtles of 


Spiritu. S. 
C. 9. 


- 
* , 41 & PF » 11 9 "yu 
* 
9 — - > * — N 1 
* # 
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Se eee Io 
(15.) Chryſoftom more than once affirms, that 
Daniel received Inſpirations from God when he Adlſa In 
was but 12 Years of Age. How could fo great Howil. 
aMan venture to aſſert ſo ſtrange a thing, but that * =_ 
he had ſome original Author for the ſame? Now De Edu. 
this is affirm'd in the Larger Epiſtle of Ignatia to cand. Lib. 
the Epbeſians, and in no other very ancient Au- 
thor whomſoever. So that I take Chry/oftom, 
brought up at Iguatiuss City, Antioch, to refer 
directly to that Larger Epiſtle of his in this 
Matter. wud 5 | Aon dur 
(16.) That moſt frequent and ſolemn Word | 
for the Incarnation , ſo much us'd by the An- 
cients ; I mean but ſeems alſo derived from 
theſe Larger Epiſtles of Ignatius; where and Le: 
and where only, as I think, it is apply'd to that 
Matter in all the Original Books of our Reli- Ad Eph. 
ion. More ſuch Obſcure References might Sect: 19. 
collected, no queſtion, if any one would p. 54- 
nicely ſearch for them; but theſe which readi - 
ly offer themſelves ſhall ſuffice at preſene. 
And indeed moſt of theſe indirect Cira- 
tions and References are taken notice of in the 
Notes upon theſe Larger Epiſtles by Archbi- 
ſhop Uſber, or Cotelerius : Yet were they fo po” 
ſeſs d with the Opinion of the Spuriouſneſs of 
thoſe Epiſtles, that they did not reflect on the 
Evidence theſe Paſſages afforded to the origi- 
nal Authority of the ſame, in oppoſition to 
that of the Smaller. So © overbearing was 
the Prejudice againſt Arianiſm , and fo 
much the Quotations - of. Theodoriz and others, 
in and after the fifth Century were overvalued: 
Which late Authorities would yet in other 
caſes have been thought by them of ſmall 
C 3 conſe- 


tn. Effay\ upon the 


[conſequence as tothe genuin Copy of Epiſtles 
- , Written in the beginning of the Second Centu- 
ty of the Church. But as it has been with the 
more Sacred Conſtitutions themſelves, ſo alſo 
— © with theſe Sacred Epiſtles derived from them; 
Foa time was not come tar! the diſcovery. of his 
== Primitive Truths, and the preparation for the 
Advancement of his Son's Kingdom: Till 
Theſ II. Which, time. ſtrong Dely/ions have prevail d, and 
11. 4 eil bas been ſpread ouer the face of. al Chriſti» 
Ila. XXV. an Nation,; fo that they could not ſee the moſt 
7. obvious and plain Truths in theſe; Matters. So 
Un{earchable arc G judgments 13nd fo certain- 
Rom. XI. ly are b paſt poor . r 1 out. 
53. 1 Proceed: 0 1991s, 1 


4% b VII I nan now dete Nature of the 
Smaller Epiſtles 3 ball bew that chey are Ex- 
+1 1 Meggout of, or Al magments of the Larger; and 

mall enguice at what Time and ſor what Pur- 
poſes thoſe Extracts were made; and how the 
came to be ſo much Cited in and after the Fife 
Century of the Church. All which b wall do 
wude: ae bollowing Qbſorratians. 20 


00. Theſe Smaller Epiſtles; are olainly a an 
8 an Abridgment of the Larger, 
becauſe: the Original Epilites - themſelves, as 
Euſabius has anf orm d us, were mainly ſome Ho- 
milies oÞ.::5grmons oof Ignatius ; and ſhy muſt 
mainly be taken out of tha Scripture and Apo- 
ſtolical Conſtitutions, as the Larger certainly 
ate. The principal Difference between the 
Editions is tius, that the Smaller leave put moſt 


of choſu Citations fram che Scripture and Con- 


6 bt» » Y T "TH; op ; 7 * E 1 us * ſtituti- 
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Epiſtles of Ignatius. 2 
ſtitutions, Which are in the other. So that we 
muft allow theſe latter to be an Epitome, in- 
ſtead of ſuppoſing the other to be Iuterpolati- 
on, unleſs we imagine Ignatius to have ſiv d in 
cheſe later Times, when Diſcourſes from the 
Pulpit are ſometimes ſtil'dSermons,while yetthere. 
are no Quotations from the Sacred. Books of 
our Religion, indeed no Doctrines nor Duties 
proper to Chriſtianity at all concerned therein. 
But this Heatheniſh Cuſtom was not ariſen in 
the Church fo early; when Human Reaſoning 
and Prophane Authority in Divine Matters 
were of ſmall Value; and little elſe but Sacred 
Teſtimonies, with plain Inſtructions and ſeri- 
ous Exhortations from them, appear'd in the 
Sermans made in the Solemn Aſſemblies of the 
Faithful. Accordingly , if the Reader com- 
pare the Two Copies, he will readily ſee that 


che Smaller are for the main nothing elſe but e 


ſuch an Epitome of the Larger. I obſerve, 


(2) That the Smaller ate an Orthodox, or 
an Athanaſan Extract; that is, one made for the 
uſes of Orthodoxy and of the Church, after the 
fatal Alteration of the Faith in the days of 4+ 
thanaſius ; when the Corrupters of the Origi- 
nal Do&rines of the Goſpel were in ſuch migh- 
ty want of ancient Teſtimonies to oppor their 
Novel Determinations 3 and when ſo great 2 
part of the Writers did directly abridge, cor- 
rupt or interpolate the Original Books of our 
Religion. This. Obſeryation has already. ap- 

ar d to be true by ſome Inſtances. under che 

rſt Head: I ſhall now give others to the like 
purpoſe. . Thus in the very Preface of che E- 
. wil 


af 44 
* 
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49 4n Eſſay upon the 
p. 11. piſtle to the Epbeſians, for nes nuor is put 
8 %, as if the genuine Epiſtles had not oft- 
en enough ſtiled Chriſt e; as alſo in the ve- 
P.:12 firſt Section we have & a{wuan $99 for is An xpicF 
or Nay, this Change, or one very like it, has 
| been made in the Acts of the Apoſtles alſo ; 
AR. XX. where inſtead of SU, TS xe, iv i on 
H d il ue, it has frequently been written e- 
ver ſince the days of Atbanaſius, N for ele, or x eic g. 
contraty to all the ancienter Citations, and the 
oldeſt Copies and Verſions now extant. And 
it deſerves to be noted, that the firſt Knowledge 
Mills in we have of that vulgar Reading is from Atha- 
naſiuss Citation , and the Erhiopick Tranſlation 
deriv'd from the Alexandrian Church in his days, 
and that Ignatia s LatinVerfion has here both, Chri- 
ti, Dei; as many latet Greek Copies have «ugh; xz 2:5 
Ad Ech. in the 4A. One would imagine that the ae 
ect. 18. Author made the Corrections in all the Three 
p. 16. Caſes; If fo, it could ſcarcely be any other 
than Atbanaſius, or one employed by him. And 
ſeveral more Places there are in theſe Smaller 
AdSmyra Epiſtles, where the other Names of our Saviour 
are change d into o. Thus alſo when the Larger 
Epiſtle to the Magneſians ſays, that Chriſt way 
& Obedient to bs Farber, meaning plainly that his 
Dirine Nature was fo ; according to the un- 
doubred Doctrine of Primitive Chriſtianity, 
the Smaller here adds two Words, contrary 
to Cuſtom, A azz. Either meaning that he 
was obedient to Jeſepb, his reputed earthly Fa- 
ther; which is not to the purpoſe : Or elle 
that he was obedienc to his Heavenly Father 
while be was in the Fleſb ; as if the Epitomizer 
were a little unwilling that Ignatius ſhould ſay. 
be was ſo before alſo, ſefl chat Expreſſion ſhould 
III i” © 4 go» 22 3 not 
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Epiſtles of Ignatius. 41 
not fo well agree with his modern Orthodoxy. 
Thus when the Larger Epiſtles had ſpoken of a Cr 
Biſhop under the Name of dpen's, and had Ad Philas 
from him gradually aſcended up to Chtiſt, as h. 
the great «pegs of the Father; and this ina way: © 
not overfavourable to Athanaſins's Doctrine; 
the Epitomizer diſorders the whole Clauſe, 
racking together the beginning and end with- 
out the middle; and making the ſame «pyreeus 
at firſt to ſignify the Biſhop , and at laſt Chriſt 
himſelf ; without any thing between to-make 
Senſe of the Period. Thus in general, almoſt. 
all the large and noble Citations from the 
7 Y are he re omitted, as not favoura- 

le to the Orthodox; nay, which is pretty 
ſtrange, one remarkable Paſſage is omitted 

hich the Orthodox ſeem very fond of, where 
Chriſt is ſpoken of, as 5 imoymicets 963) , , L. VIII. 
according to the Conſtitutions : But ſeems to C. 13. P. 
have been left out in general among the reſt of 
the Quotations from the ſame Conſtitutions. Ad Eph. 
Thus alſo # 4% 7rwuan, the Original Form of Sect. 21. 
Poſe , and Expreſſion concerning the Ho- Ad Rom. 
y Ghoſt, is thrice omitted here, tho* it were 8 . 
in the Larger Epiſtles, and in Atbanaſiuss ear- delph. 
lier Works almoſt always; probably on Account Se. 11. 
of che Change of Opinion then beginning in the 
Church about the Nature and Worſhip and Do- 
xology belonging to the Holy Ghoſt; andtheln- 
troduction of the Modern Particles g and ay, in- 


ſtead of the Apoftolical Particle zy in ſuch Mat- 
ters; as we know Athanafim and Bail ventur'd 
to do before their Deaths. All theſe and the 

like Alterations, but principally the direct Omiſ- 
ſion of the many noble Paſſages of the Con- 
Ritutions, fo favourable to the Arians, and fo 


8938 
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An Eſſay upon the 
contrary to the Athanoſians in theſe Epiſtles, 
are plain Indications who was the Abridyer 
of them; even either Atbanaſiur himſelf, or 
tome of his Party about or after the middle of 
the Fourth Century. Which will be ſtill far- 

ther confiem?d if we obſerve, - 
( 2 That thoſe two Epiſtles only wer 
on quite differentDeſigns, and which were 
not Sermons, and fo did not contain the fame 
Doctrines and Citations out of the Conſtituti- 
tutions with the reſt, have the leaſt Alterations 
or Omiſſions of all. I mean that to the No- 
mant, and that to Polybarp: As is very eafy to 
note upon the Compariſon. This Obfervati- 
on at once proves that the Smaller Epiſtles are 
no other than an Abridemernt ; and no other 
, aan an Orthodvx Abridgmentallo. For ſure theſe 
two Epiſtles were capable enough of Addirions 
and Interpolation, had that been As caſe : But 
| becauſe that was not, and theſe Epiſtles alone 
had little that offended, the Abridger had Hr- 


4 in, Bu - tle occafion'ro make Alterations therein. I de- 


. fire the Admirers of che Smaller Epiſtles to 
give a clear Account of the viſible Difference 


4 there is in this Matter, between chofe two E- 


- pittles and the others. 

(4. L obſerve farther, that the Abridger, as 
well as Euſebius, ſeems never to have ſeen more 
than thoſe ſeven Epiſtles in Polycarp's Collecti- 
on. And accordingly thoſe'to Tanin, to Anti- 
och, and to Ho, have ſuſſer d no Alterations 
ac all. Vet tis ſtrange that theſe Epiſtles, moſt 
plainly and indiſputably of the Larger ſott, 
and not leſs — — to the f4rians than the 
pat, 1 it no __ than ee ones, ſhould 

1% I: +4 $- 8. 
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alone be preſerv'd , and that by the Orthodox 

too all along, and their Originals-utterly. loſt: 
Nay, that thoſe Originals , ſhould. themſelyes 
never be certainly heard of in all the paitWricers 
andtiiſtories of the Church. Ideſire the Admirers 
of the Smaller Edition to give a rational Ac 
count of the ſtrange Caſe of theſe Three Epi- 
ſtles alſo: For they appear to be Genuine, 
and exactly of the ſame Nature, Stile, Genius, 
Doctrine, and Time wich the reſt of the Lar- 
ger Epiſtles. Nay, they are in the AAedicman 
Greet, and in the Two. Exghſp Latin. Copies 
with the Smaller, as well as in all but one of 
the larger Copies, both Greek. and Latin, that 
are known among us; as L have already ob- 
ſerved. 1 take notice, ü 45.9% e Dor) 


R alt: 9383 Ino ©1014: hee eee to - 
FC.) That the particular Occaſion and, Time 
of the Epitomizing theſe Epiſtles may be in 
ſome meaſure gueſs d at by a Paſſage in Euſebi- 
us againſt Marcellus, which has been in part al- 
ledg'd already, but which muſt be here. ſer 
down entirely, in theſe Words: A Mag 


1e Eccles. 


z aroi910 Sut, mike wh near I) Thy Oar, a we I. II 
neui djpd 79 O46 Warogd gu lad, xet* ae ,, g. p. 114. 


dy d Nin digsmurur dpyoty, de, mi d Idi, d- 
mpd nen, Niguy, fy eds Y ey were d he orylivag Tis 
gay las mp%AS1Ty Tov Ade Th he ts dpy3 ms novuomiay 
Hau witnls. The foremention'd Text in the 
Smaller Epiſtles, &. V Aν sT de, A Wh argue 
p he ars ſo plain an Alluſion to this Heretiecal 
keen of Marcellus, from the Valentinian, and 


ems ſo plainly inſerted to palliate and ex- 
le the ſame, that tis highly probable it * 
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n Eſay upon the 

inſerted by MarceBas's great Friend Atrhanaſtus 
who mended his Notion ; or at leaſt by ſome 
of his Followers, in the Fourth Century on that 
Account; at once to ſoften and to ſupport that 
dangerous Hereſy which theſe two, in Con- 
junction with the Biſhop of Rome, their com- 
mon Patron and Protector, at that time brought 
into the Church; and which is eſteemed the 
moſt conſummate Orthodoxy even at this day. 
Ideſire the very Learned Dr. Cave, and Dr. Grabe, 
to ſhew me the difference between this pernici- 
ous Hereſy of Marcellus, from the Valentini ans, 
and what they and Biſhop Bul! alſo pro- 
poſe as Catholick Chriſtian Doctrine from A. 
thanaſiut, concerning the Exernity of the Son of 

God, before bs real Generation, for the making 
of the World: For I own, I take them at the 
bottom to be the very ſame Doctrine. And no 


wonder. ſince their great Oracle in this matter, 


Athanaſius, was the great Friend and Patron of 
Marcellus, the fatal Iatroducetr of this Hereſy, 


This is a Matter that well deſerves the ſerious 
Conſideration of every Chriſtian. Upon the 
whole, all things conſider d, I ſee no one that 


23 lay ſo great a claim to the compiling, at 


leaſt to the interpolating theſe Extracts out of I- 
zatizs Epiſtles, as he whoſe Title is unqueſtio- 
nably the beſt for the making the like Extracts 
out of the Conſtitutions of the Apoſtles for the 
Ezbiopick Churches; even the Unlearned and 
py Athanaſius. / Ahh ee 


I I obſerve, (6.) That we do not find theſe 


Smaller Epiſtles certainly quoted by any but 
Theodorit and Gelaſius till the Sixth Century of 
the Church. Tho''indeed when theſe Extracts 
. $i] ON 8 were 


Epiſtles of Ignatius. 
were ſo favourable to Orthodoxy ,; and the O- 
riginal Epiſtles ſo Heretical and Arian, tis no 
wonder that the ſmaller Spurious Copies ſpread 
into ſeveral parts of the Church afterwards, 
and paſs d with ſeveral in thoſe ignorant Ages 


by — - 


45. 


for the Genuine Epiſtles themſelves. Fis ra= 


ther a wonder that, while but one ſingle Copy 
of the moſt famous and undoubted Epiſtle . of 


Clement to the Corintbian is now known in Chri- 
ſtendom,, lo many Copies both Greek and La- 
tis ſhould be preſerv'd of the Larger and Ori- 


ginal Epiſtles of Ignatius ; nay and thoſe more 
numerous than of the Smaller Abridgments 
Even at this Dar... * 

I have now finiſh'd what I propos d up- 
on this Subject. And as I fully believe the 
Larger Epiſtles to be the Original and Genu- 
ine Ones; and am thereby exceedingly con- 
irm'd in he Belief of the Sacred and Divine 
Authority of the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions whence 
they are mainly deriv d, andthatthere are no Arian 
Interpolations in them at this day; ſo I do earneſt- 
ly beg of all the Learned, that if they can Anſwer 
my Arguments, and clearly ſhe that the Smal- 
ler Epiſtles are the Original, and the Larger 


only Interpolated, they will immediately do it: 


The Determination of this Point being of the 
higheſt Conſequence to Chriſtianity ; both as 


theſe Epiſtles are themſelves of very great Im- 


portance ; and as the Authority of the Apo- 
ſtolical Conſtitutions does ſo much depend up- 
on them. However, I cannot conclude wich- 


out intimating to the Reader, what yet. I was 


not at all aware of, till I had almoſt finiſh'd 


chis Diſcoucle, that I now find I am not ſingle 


, im 
- 


4 e upon, &c. 
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in my Opinion us to theſe Larger Epiſtles, even 

imc the Greet and Latin Copics of the Smaller 

have been publiſb d. The Learned Morinas 

having, upon the like Compariſon, own'd him- 

Vind. 1g. felf to be of rhe fame Opinion: As BiſhopPearſon 

nar. C. V. infottzs us in cheſe Words; with which T hall 

P-254 put ah end to this Eflay. Interim tamen not off 

onittendum, nobilem in Theolopia Criticum Foan- 

nem Morinum, callatis diverſis editionibus ex Augu- 

ftano. & Florentino codicibus. depromptu, in alian 

plane diverſam , maximeque mirandam ſententiam 

mmcidiſſe ; Antiqua, #9vit, Ignatianarum Epiſto- 

larum editio getuinum textum nobis ehibet; 

nova vero mangum & interpolatum. 
ae eee 
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EE SU) dene, 


A Mong the Paſſages of Blaſphemy, Irreligi- 
, and Hereſy refetr d to by Dr. Satheve- 
rell at his Tryal, ſome of mine are thus enume- 
rated; viz. Wren the Scniptures ſpeak of One God 
they, mean. thereby One Supreme God the Fatber 
— — The: Moderns call d theſe Three Divine 
Perſons but One God, and ſo introdut d at leaſt anew 
and unſcriptural, and inaccurate, 4 not a falſe way 
of, {peaking, into the Church. — Errata Pag. 123. 


Lane 23, 24. To whom with the Father and the 
| Holy 


POSTSCRIPT 
Holy Gho#t, read in 1be Holy Ghoſt j and Dele 


| ThreePwſons and One God. "cheſs 7 allow to be 


my own Words 3 and to be agreeable to my 
Gwn not unceitain Opinion, but certain Faith. 
I was-6nce, as the World will ſee by the occa- 


>? . 
* 
* 


ſion of the latter Erratum, in the common O. 


pinion, That the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, 


the Three Divine Perſons, were truly in ſome 
Senſe One God, or the One God of the Chriſtian 
Religion; chat! is, before I particular ly exa- 
min d that Matter in the Scriptures, and the 
moſt Primitive Writers. But ſince I hate 
throughly enquir'd into it, I am ſo fully ſatiſ- 
ſy d that the Father alone is the One God of the 
Chriftian Religion, that I muſt now own that 
when once I deny or doubt of that Doctrine, 
I muſt deny or doubt of our common Chrifti- 
anity. There being no one Article more plain, 
or more univerſally acknowledg'd in all the 
firſt Ages of the Church than that was. And 
I here venture ſolemnly to challenge Dr. Sa- 
cheverell himſelf, and all his more Learned 
Friends, to produce one ſingle direct Teftimony of 
any Chriſtian and Catholick Writer (excepting 
one or two Expreſſions of Tertubian, contrary 
even to his own uſual way of fpeaking ; if yet 
he can be call'd'a Catholick Writer,) who faid 
theſe Three Perſons were One God, or the One 
God, before the days of Atbanaſius in the Fourth 
Century: While I am ready to produce above 
an Hundred plain Teſtimonies on the other ſide, 


that tłus One God is no other than Gez the Futber: 


Which indeed was. the firſt Doctrime which the 
Catechumen learned, and the grand Founda- 


dation of our whole Religion“ 1 al fo thought 
L0G before 
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befote my Examination, that the Doxology, 


Father, and to the Son, and to. the Holy Ghoſt, was 
the true Chriſtian Doxology : But upon En- 


quiry, am fully ſatisfy d that it was not ſo, but 


thus; Glory be to the Father, by the Son, in the Ho- 
ly G; and more rarely, Glory be to tbe Father, 
and to tbe Son, in the Holy Ghoſt , as I am pre- 
pat d to ſhew beyond reaſonable Contradicti- 
on. To which laſt Form I therefore deſired 
mine might be reduc d by the former: Exratum. 
Tis true, that my not Reviſing that reprinredSer- 
mon my ſelf, as I did the reſt, occaiion'd the O- 
miſſion of the Alterations in their proper Pla- 


ces, Which otherwiſe I had certainly made; 


as I did make one elſewhere agtreeably to the 


ancient Doxology. This Omiſhon I endea- 


vour'd to retrieve by putting the Paſſages into 


the Errata; little dteaming of the Noiſe and 


Outcry which has been ſince made upon that 
Occaſion: - But this Age is ſo great a ſtranger 
to ſuch original Enquiries ; ſo buiſy about Mo- 
dern Forms, Notionsand Phraſes, that old genuine 
Chriſtianity, both as to Faith and Practice, is 
almoſt loſt among us. And an honeſt Man 
who endeavours, in the moſt inoffenſive and 


peaceable way, to rettieve the ſame, if he 
ventures to ſpeak. plainly and freely in ſuch 


Matters, is readily rank d among the vile and 
wicked Promoters of Blaſpbemy, Irreligion, and 


current in all theſe latter Ages, Gry be to the 


Hereſy among us. But if Men do not, L fully 


believe Chriſt will make a difference between 
them at the great Day ol Judgment. TT 
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